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THE CHURCHMANKXN'S FRIEND.

fault with our Church on that very account, and
raidl that there was nothing written about Sxints’
days in the Bible, Aund the Bishops of the
Church at that time answered them something
like this: * That though Saints’ days might not

: bo nwmed in the Bible, Yot there was nothing

said against them; and that there wera many
things of the same kind which all Christians
were agreed in observing.  TFor, they said that
0 long us any thing was nof contrary to the
Holy Seriptares, aud helped to make people
better Christians, no one ought to olject to it.
You know our Saviour observed many things
that were not ordered in the Bible, such as the
feast of the dedication of the Temple, (St.John
. 22,) which was only instituted between one
hundied and two hundred yosrs before He was
born into this world.
Philp—1t may be so, but what has this to do
with godfathers and godinothers?
‘John—I was going to say the same might be
enid for them.  Although they may not Lo

spoken of 'by name ii the Bible, yet ydu ‘¢iniiot

say Lhat anything is snid against them; and we
know that thoe custor of having'them began
most likely in the time of the Apostles them-
selves, or at any rate very soon after their death,
when of course, Christians.were much wiser and
better than they have been since. Indeed we

have very nearly,’if not'quite, ‘as much authority

for them as we have for keepiugr Sunday instead
of Saturday as the Jows did.

Philip—Weil, 1 begin to think youare iuthe
right, and that it is well to have godfathers and
godmothers, if only for the sake of keeping to
the old rules of the Churcly; for I am not one
to be wishing to break through any laws, unless
I am persuaded they are quite wrong. Bat
what is the use of having more than ona? Why
cannot one answer as well as three?

John—If answering were all that they had
to do, one would be enough, but besides that,
they have to “sce tliiit this Hild bo thaght ™ its
duty, and take care* that it be virtuously brought

“up to lead a -godly and Christian life.”

Philip.—That 1s said at the end of the Bap-
tism service, isn’t it?

John.—Yes. Well you see of courseitis the
parents’ duty to do all thiss but if they should
die or neglect their-¢hild, then the podfathers

and goduiothers are bound to take ecare of ‘it.

And so every Christian child, instead of having
only two persons, “to see that it be virlucusly
brought up,” has 'five. It seems as if the
Church appoirited thit fhereshould beso many,
in the hope that at least one out of the five
would Le ablo andl willing to take & Cliristian
care of the httle one; and this I siippose’is one
reason why it is not thought well that ths
parents themselves should stand for their own
children.

Philip.—I have heard people say that no ong
could be so fit to be godfathers and godmothers

as the parents, but now I seo that it is very
wisely ordered they should not.

Johin.—Some persens have got a notion that
if they atand for a child, they will have to an-
swer for all its sins until it is confirmed; but
this is a very foolish mistake indeed. It seems
to me that nathing can be plainer than this,
that from the time wo first began to know right
from wrong, every one of us will have to answer
for his own sins. So long as godfathers and
godmotliers do all they can to keep the child
thoy have answered for fiom sin, there will by
nothing Inid to theiv charge.

Philip.—Well, John, I do not remember that
I had any ether objections to make; aud as you
bave eased my miud about al' these, I shall be
very willing to answer for your child. God
grant that L ay do my duty by him.

Bishop Potter on the American Bible Society.
We transfer the following article to our columns
from the ¢ Episcopal Recorder” The cditor says
of it:—* As springing from a source peculimly
authboritative, it is entitled to be reccived with
grave consideration, not only by our own com-
munion, but by the American Bible Society
itself, of which the writer has Leen heretofore
one of the most efficient supporters,” The au-
thior of it is the Bishop of Pennsylvania, one of
the Vice-Presidents of the Pennsylvania Bible
Society. We think his article will ‘causo soine
little alarm among the managers of the Ameri-
can Bible Society.

Anericay Bisre Sociery axp 115 New
Bisie.—~Tn its infancy there was nothing on
which this society more insisted, than that ™ jts
SOLE OBJECT was to promote a wider circulation
of the Holy Scnptures without note or com-
ment.” This isits own avowal; and, to the words
sole object, it gave all the prominence, by capi-
tals which is given above. 1t also pledged
itself at the outset that the “only topies in tifo
Enplish linguage to be circulited by ‘the So-
ciety, shall bo the version now (1516) in com-
mon use) Anxious to promcte the diffusion
of the Scriptures, and able, under snch 2 system,
to do it by fraternal co-nperation, Protestdnt
Chiristians united extensively for the purpose. -
Our own American Society has been the reci-
pient of immenso funds, and of these funds its
managers have doubtless intended to be fajthful
trustees. They have scattered the leaves of this
Tree of Life far and wide, and the spectacle of
Christian unity and conrcard which they have
presented has been moest grateful to catholic
hearts.

But in proportion as they are charged with
larger funds and a more extended influence, in
the same proportion it is important that they




